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unreasonable to take the supposed doubtfulness
of the Christian religion for the same thing as a
proof of its falsehood ? Do not they who prefer a
system of doubts to one of possible truth, as really
lay aside their reason as the most extravagant
enthusiast? Here, then, we meet the doubter of
the truth of Scripture, and show him by his own
reasoning to be the most unreasonable of men;
because his doubts, whjch are mere negatives, he
takes for positive proof against the Bible. His
lack of knowledge he estimates as more import-
ant in this decision- than the little knowledge that
he has! If this be not folly, we know not what is.
But what shall be said of those whose doubts
arise from smaller matters, as some piece of bibli-
cal history, or some remote fact whose brevity of
relation affords room for cavil, or some alleged
discrepancy of a few texts? There are among
skeptics a great variety of opinion between con-
firmed infidelity and the transient scruples of oc-
casional doubters. Allowing them all they as-
sert, what does it amount to ? Their magazine of
facts, which they draw upon as from an armory
for weapons against Christianity, is found in the
Old Testament, whose history covers the first
four thousand years of time. We need hardly
remark that, by the necessity of the case, brevity
of relation is a striking feature of the Bible, and
no doubter can deny but that an expanded his-
tory of details would have cleared up every dark
piece of history found in it. This, however,
would have defeated the design for which it was
given, namely, to be a rule of faith, by making